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DIGEST: 
1 .  P r o t e s t  t h a t  c o n t r a c t  award was improper i s  

dismissed i n  t h e  absence of any i n d i c a t i o n  t n a t  
awardee's bid took except ion t o  s p e c i f i c a t i o n  
requirement t h a t  work be performed by a r e g i s t e r e d  
surveyor.  

2. P r o t e s t  t h a t  awardee is performing t h e  c o n t r a c t  i n  
a manner i n c o n s i s t e n t  w i t h  i t s  requirements ,  i n  
t n a t  i t  a l l eged ly*does  not employ a r e g i s t e r e d  
surveyor ,  is  a ma t t e r  of c o n t r a c t  admin i s t r a t ion  
w h i c h  GAO w i l l  n o t  review. 

M o u n t s  Engineering (Mounts) p r o t e s t s  t h e  award of a 
c o n t r a c t  to  Potomac Engineering and Surveying (Potomac) 
under i n v i t a t i o n  f o r  b ids  ( I F B )  No. SO145066 issued by the  
Department of t h e  I n t e r i o r ,  Bureau of Mines. Mounts 
complains t h a t  t h e  c o n t r a c t  was n o t  awarded i n  accordance 
w i t h  t h e  i n v i t a t i o n ' s  requirements  i n  t h a t  Potomac d i d  not 
then--and does not now--employ a r e g i s t e r e d  surveyor t o  
perform t h e  work r equ i r ed  by the  c o n t r a c t .  

Mounts contends t h a t  t h e  c o n t r a c t  should n o t  have been  
awarded t o  Potomac because t h e  company a l l e g e d l y  does not 
have a r e g i s t e r e d  surveyor  to  perform the  c o n t r a c t  work. 
However, Mounts has n o t  shown t h a t  Potomac's b id  took excep- 
t i o n  t o  the  i n v i t a t i o n ' s  requirement f o r  a r e g i s t e r e d  s u r v e -  
yor.  T h u s ,  on t h e  record before  u s ,  w e  have n o  b a s i s  t o  
conclude t h a t  t h e  award was improper. T h e  p r o t e s t  is  
dismissed a s  to  t h i s  i ssue pursuant  t o  4 C.F.R. S 21.3(f) 
(1985) without  ob ta in ing  an agency r e p o r t  becaase on i t s  
f ace  t h e  p r o t e s t  does not  s t a t e  a v a l i d  b a s i s  of p r o t e s t .  

O u r  O f f i c e  w i l l  not cons ider  a p r o t e s t  a l l e g i n g  t h a t  a 
c o n t r a c t o r  is performing t h e  work i n  a manner i n c o n s i s t e n t  
w i t h  the  requirements  of t h e  c o n t r a c t  because t h i s  is  a 
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matter of c o n t r a c t  a d m i n i s t r a t i o n .  Therefore ,  w e  d i smiss  
t h i s  a s p e c t  of t h e  p r o t e s t  i n  accordance wi th  s e c t i o n  
2 1 . 3 ( f ) ( 1 )  of o u r  Bid Protest  Regula t ions ,  4 C . F . R .  p a r t  
2 1  (1985). 
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